252                   Panchapadika

differs from the 'parag avabhasa' which is the object. The
pratyag avabhasa 'is to be found only in the 'svarupa'-i.e.,
in the ^ham samvedana^  We apprehend it as being diff,
erent from the blue. Not only should we accept it "as diff-
erent, but we also experience it.  We apprehend the blue
as the this, as that which excludes the subject, as the appr<
ehended.  Thus we have two entities that exclude one
another and stand in the relation of the apprenheded and
the apprehending.

The Vijnanavadin observes :   Both are ^svarupa
mafia nishtha'; and as such how can there be subject-
object relation here?   If the blue appears as unrelated to
the samvit, it cannot appear in its 'samvedana*. Since the
samvit is said to have the form of the blue, it may be
said that the blue appears in its samvedana. In the absence
of any relation it is impossible to have the form of the
blue. But if it can have the form of the blue, why cannot
the samvedana reveal all objects?  You cannot also argue
that the blue appears as related to the samvit, for there is
no specific relationship here.

The Buddhist might argue that there is a causal rela-
tion (Janya janakata sambandha) here.   Isjthis relation
one of mere 'janakatva^ (causing to come into being) or of
'vishayataya janakatva^ (using an object to come into
being).  It cannot be the former for that would involve
the coming into existence of all samvits. The sense organ
too is essential for the samvit, and as such it too would
become an object.  Hence we have to say that there is a
relation of identity which is natural but uncommon; and
due to this relation, the blue appears in the vijnana.